Mangosteen pericarp components alleviate progression of prostatic
hyper plasia and mitochondrial dysfunction in rats
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Supplementary table 1. The components of experimental groups

Component (g/kg) C P PL PH
Casein 200 200 200 200
L-Cystine 3 3 3 3
Corn starch 530 315 315 315
Sucrose 100 100 100 100
Cellulose 50 50 34 17
Soybean oil 70 70 70 70
Lard 0 205 205 205
AIN-93 Mineral Mix 35 35 35 35
AIN-93 Vitamin Mix 10 10 10 10
Cholesterol 10 10 10 10
Choline bitartrate 2.5 2.5 2.5 2.5

C P, PL, PH

Selected Nutrition

% of total energy

% of total energy

I nformation
Carbohydrate 63.6 33
Fat 15.9 50.9
Protein 20.5 16.1
C: Control

P: prostatic hyperplasia-induced
PL: prostatic hyperplasia-induced with low-dose MPP
PH: prostatic hyperplasia-induced with high-dosePFMP
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Supplementary figure 1. MPP supplementation deeckti®e body weight gain of
experimental groups. C, control diet group; P, fatis hyperplasia-induced group;
PL and PH, prostatic hyperplasia-induced and supgited with low-dose and high-
dose mangosteen pericarp powder (MPP) groups,atsglg. Plots are presented as
the mean + SEMNnEG); ™ Significantly different between the P, PL and Rbups p

< 0.05). Plots at the same time point with thesketa” significantly differ between
the C and P groups; “b” indicates significantlyfelifbetween the C and PL groups;
“c” indicates significantly differ between the CdaRH groups. Body weight of the

PL and PH groups did not have significant diffeeedaring the experimental period.
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Supplementary figure 2. Consumptions of the dietsweek in all groups. Plots are
presented as the mean = SEMG); C, control diet group; P, prostatic hypermasi
induced group; PL and PH, prostatic hyperplasiaxed and supplemented with low-
dose and high-dose mangosteen pericarp powder groagpectively. Diet
consumptions per week of the prostatic hyperplasiaced groups all had significant
difference compared to the C group, but did noehsignificant difference between

prostatic hyperplasia-induced groups during theegrpental period.



